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FAITH-CURE. 

I. 

At  the  general  store,  down  the  River  a  half  mile  or  so, 
I  picked  up  a  handbill  yesterday  which  announces:  “Camp 
Meeting!  From  July  30  to  August  14.  At  Cookville,  Mo. 
The  full  Gospel  will  be  preached  —  Salvation,  the  Holy  Ghost, 
and  the  Coming  of  Jesus  Christ.  Come  and  bring  the  SICK 
and  AFFLICTED  FOR  HEALING.  Evangelist  Selthy 
Bray.”  ,  •  ' 

A  subscriber  sends  me  a  handbill  from  Chicago  announc¬ 
ing  the  Tent  Revival  Campaign,  June  19  to  August  1,  of 
Evangelist  F.  F.  Bosworth.  A  mammoth  tent,  seating  thou¬ 
sands,  is  located  at  Cicero  and  North  Avenues.  Stories  of  the 
Pittsburgh  campaign  of  Bosworth  are  told,  epileptics  and  con¬ 
sumptives,  the  blind  and  crippled  having  been  carried  to  the 
stage  and  having  left  the  tabernacle  cured,  “enjoying  perfect 
health.” 

There  are  no  greater  extremes  imaginable  than  this 
rugged,  sparsely  settled  Ozark  hill  country  and  the  West  Side 
of  Chicago,  but  the  great  sensation  of  the  summer  in  both  is 
the  healing  campaign  of  certain  evangelists.  A  few  months 
ago  St.  Louis  was  in  the  throes  of  a  similar  excitement,  when 
Mrs.  Aimee  Semple  McPherson  hired  first  the  Moolah  Temple 
for  her  healing  demonstrations  and  then  moved  to  the  Coli¬ 
seum  because  the  Temple  would  not  hold  the  crowds.  The 
sick  came  by  trolley-car  loads  from  Illinois  towns.  Three 
years  ago  it  was  Hickson,  the  Anglican  healer,  who  toured  the 
country.  At  Baltimore  the  Episcopalians  conducted  a  healing 
mission  last  spring  which  was  attended  by  2,880  patients.  At 
Detroit  Rabbi  Franklin,  alarmed  at  the  tendency  of  Jews  to 
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attend  such  meetings,  announced  that  the  “religious  liturgy” 
of  Judaism  contains  “ample  material  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  sick.”  Even  in  far-off  Australia  and  in  New  Zealand  the 
healers  are  the  great  sensation  of  the  day,  more  than  3,000 
people  being  camped  in  tents  in  a  “little,  out-of-the-way 
place”  in  New  Zealand  to  receive  help  from  a  Maori  healer, 
Ratana.  • 

Faith-cure,  divine  healing,  is  the  sensation  of  the  Chris¬ 
tian  world  to-day.  It  is  fitting  that  we  investigate  the  claims 
of  those  who  believe  that  miracles  are  being  worked  on  the 
sick  to-day,  that  the  gift  of  healing  has  been  restored  to  the 
Church  of  Jesus  Christ.  With  what  right,  we  ask,  do  these 
evangelists  claim  that  they  can  heal  the  sick?  What  right 
has  Bishop  Rhinelander  of  the  Episcopal  Church  to  say  that 
faith-healing  is  a  power  which  normally  belongs  to  the  Chris¬ 
tian  Church,  and  which,  “set  free  and  used  with  devotion,” 
is  certain  to  work  “the  same  ‘miracles’  it  wrought  in  the  first 
centuries  of  Christianity”—  ?  To  put  the  matter  more  defi¬ 
nitely,  what  right  has  the  modern  Christian,  in  case  of  illness, 
to  resort  to  a  physician  instead  of  applying  to  one  of  the 
faith-healers?  Either  the  claims  of  these  healers  and  their 
sponsors  are  unwarranted,  or  we  are  despising  a  great  spiritual 
gift  which  Christ  has  given  to  His  apostles  and  is  now  reviv¬ 
ing  in  the  Church.  So  to  every  Christian  who  is  ill,  or  blind, 
or  crippled,  this  matter  is  one  which  touches  conscience.  The 
present  series  of  articles  is  designed  to  prove  that  the  Chris¬ 
tian  of  to-day  is  not  to  rely  upon  the  gifts  of  spiritual  healers, 
is  not  to  seek  their  aid,  but  is  to  do  what  Christians  have 
been  doing  in  the  past,  seek  help  from  physicians,  and  trust¬ 
fully  pray  to  God  that  their  ministrations  and  remedies  may 
work  ^  cure. 

Here,  at  the  outset,  a  distinction  must  be  made  which 
is  generally  overlooked  by  those  who  discuss  spiritual  healing. 
I  refer  to  the  distinction  of  miraculous  healing  in  the  nar¬ 
rower  sense,  and  healing  which  God  sometimes  works,  also 
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miraculously,  in  answer  to  any  humble  Christian’s  prayer. 
By  miraculous  healing  in  the  narrower  sense  I  mean  the  cure 
of  disease  through  a  distinct,  special  power  exercised  by  the 
healer.  Such  were  the  cures  worked  by  our  Lord  and  by  His 
apostles,  also  by  some  of  the  early  Christians.  Christ  cured 
by  saying :  “Receive  thy  sight !”  “Stretch  forth  thy  hand  !” 
“Arise,  take  up  thy  couch,  and  walk!”  So  Peter  and  John 
cured  the  cripple  at  the  Temple-gate  by  commanding  him  in 
the  name  of  Jesus  to  stand  up  and  walk.  So  Philip  in 
Samaria  healed  many  palsied  and  lame.  So  the  man  at 
Lystra,  lame  from  birth,  at  the  command  of  Paul  leaped  up 
and  walked.  So  Peter  healed  Aeneas  at  Lydda  by  saying  to 
him:  “Jesus  Christ  hath  made  thee  whole;  arise  and  make 
thy  bed !”  Even  the  shadow  of  Peter  passing  by  cured  mul¬ 
titudes,  and  when  handkerchiefs  or  aprons  of  the  sick  were 
brought  to  Paul,  “the  diseases  departed  from  them.”  Thede 
same  powers  of  miraculous  healing  were  granted  to  some 
Christians  of  the  early  Church,  as  we  know  from  Paul  writing 
to  the  Corinthians.  The  Lord  had  promised  that  among  the 
signs  that  shall  follow  them  that  believe  would  be  this :  “They 
shall  lay  their  hands  on  the  sick,  and  they  shall  recover.” 
This  is  an  evident  reference  to  true  miracle-working  power. 

From  this  power  of  miraculously  curing  diseases  we  dis¬ 
tinguish  the  miracles  of  healing  which  God  sometimes  per¬ 
forms  in  answer  to  Christian  prayer.  The  Lord  has  told  us 
to  bring  all  things  to  Him  in  prayer.  And  the  Apostle  John 
writes:  “This  is  the  confidence  that  we  have  in  Him,  that, 
if  we  ask  anything  according  to  His  will,”  —  note :  “anything 
according  to  His  will  ”  —  “He  heareth  us.”  Christians  have 
at  all  times  turned  to  God  in  petitions  for  release  from  dis¬ 
ease,  and  God  has  at  all  times  proved  that  His  promises  are 
true,  and  that  He  can  heal  where  medical  science  stands  help¬ 
less.  When  Hezekiah  was  sick  unto  death,  he  prayed,  and 
God  added  many  years  to  his  life,  the  Prophet  Isaiah  directing 
the  use  of  certain  medical  treatment.  James,  writing  by  in- 
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spiration,  directed  that  in  cases  of  illness  medicine  (oil)  shall 
be  used,  and  the  elders,  who  were  men  reputed  for  godliness, 
should  pray  for  the  recovery  of  the  patient.  “The  prayer  of 
faith  shall  save  the  sick,  and  the  Lord  shall  raise  him  up.” 
So  Luther,  by  his  powerful  wrestling  with  God  in  prayer, 
caused  life  to  be  restored  to  dying  Melanchthon.  Similarly, 
in  1541,  Myconius,  lying  in  the  last  stages  of  consumption, 
was  saved  through  Luther’s  prayer.  Yet  Luther  spoke  very 
contemptuously  of  modern  signs  and  wonder-working.  Would 
that  all  Christians  to-day  retained  both  the  common  sense  of 
the  Reformer  in  the  face  of  miracle-working  healers,  and  his 
great  reliance  on  Christian  prayer  when  illness  enters  their 
homes!  What  a  beacon-light  is  not  Martin  Luther  to  the 
Churc5  of  the  latter  days! 

*  There  are  few  pastors  who  cannot  testify  to  the  power 
of  prayer  in  cases  of  severe  illness.  I  trust  it  will  not  be 
considered  out  of  place  if  I  record  very  briefly  an  experience 
of  my  own.  Little  W.  S.  was  sick  with  pneumonia.  Three 
physicians  and  two  nurses  were  in  attendance.  On  the  twelfth 
day  the  doctors  released  one  of  the  nurses  and  told  the  other 
to  discontinue  the  use  of  ice-pack  and  oxygen,  —  the  case  was 
“hopeless.”  They  expected  death  to  come  that  night.  We, 
the  parents  and  pastor,  prayed  earnestly  to  God  that  night 
at  the  boy’s  bedside.  The  next  morning  the  doctors  were 
amazed  beyond  words  to  find  the  patient  conscious  and  on 
the  road  to  recovery.  “Why,  it  is  a  miracle !”  they  said,  when 
they  had  completed  their  examination.  This  was  a  clear  in¬ 
stance  of  God  doing  what  to  men  was  impossible,  in  answer 
to  prayer.  But  now,  what  if  the  father  of  the  child  or  its 
pastor  had  started  a  healing  mission  in  a  tent  —  offering  to 
lay  on  hands  and  curing  the  sick  that  might  be  brought? 

Do  we,  then,  not  believe  in  faith-cure  worked  through 
a  power  inherent  in  the  person  of  the  healer  as  distinguished 
from  his  prayers,  —  in  cures  worked  by  a  miracle  in  the  nar¬ 
rower  sense? 
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We  shall  not  quarrel  with  any  one  who  believes  that 
such  persons  may  be  found  to-day,  in  other  words,  who  be¬ 
lieves  that  some  persons  have  conferred  upon  them  by  the 
Holy  Ghost  the  gift  of  healing.  The  Scriptures  do  not  limit 
the  promises  of  His  special  gifts  to  the  age  of  the  apostles, 
and  so  we  have  no  right  to  condemn  any  one  who  believes 
that  this  gift  exists  to-day.  But  we  demand  of  such  believers 
in  miracle-working  power  that  they  also  believe  in  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  other  gifts  which  the  Lord  promised  to  confer 
—  the  casting  out  of  devils,  the  speaking  in  new  tongues,  the 
taking  up  of  serpents  and  drinking  of  poison  without  harm 
(Mark  10,  17.  18),  and  the  raising  of  the  dead  (Matt.  10,  8). 
The,  miracles  of  Jesus  and  of  His  immediate  followers  were 
His  credentials,  they  were  to  support  His  and  their  claim 
that  the  doctrine  which  they  brought  was  divine.  And  it  is 
illogical,  unreasonable,  and  inconsistent  to  believe  that  God 
will  continue  the  gift  of  healing  and  not  also  immunity  to 
serpent  bites  and  poisons,  and  the  power  to  raise  corpses 
to  life. 

But  the  question  remains,  Do  we  believe  in  the  contin¬ 
uance  of  these  powers?  The  writer  will  here  speak  only  for 
his  own  person,  but  he  will  say  that  he  believes  in  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  these  gifts  where  conditions  are  as  they  were  in 
the  age  in  which  they  were  exercised  according  to  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  the  Scriptures.  I  believe  that  where  it  is  necessary 
to  vindicate  His  truth,  God  will  grant  to-day  the  same  power 
of  prophesying  future  events,  of  casting  out  demons,  of  heal¬ 
ing  sickness  by  a  command,  of  immunity  to  poison,  of  raising 
the  dead,  which  He  gave  to  His  first  disciples.  We  have  no 
need  of  such  external  credentials,  for  we  have  no  new  revela¬ 
tion  to  make,  in  our  ordinary  church-work.  It  is  different  in 
countries  in  which  the  Church  is  performing  her  task  of 
bringing  the  revelation  of  God’s  grace  to  the  heathen.  Pro¬ 
fessor  Christlieb  of  Bonn  strongly  dissented,  along  lines  of 
reasoning  just  stated,  from  the  idea  of  miracles  in  the  specific 
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sense  being  performed  in  Christianized  countries.  But  he 
adds  that  where  the  Church  is  being  newly  established,  mir¬ 
acles  undoubtedly  do  occur  to-day.  “In  the  history  of  modern 
missions,”  he  says,  “we  find  many  wonderful  occurrences 
which  unmistakably  remind  us  of  the  apostolic  age.”  (Quoted 
from  Christlieb,  Modern  Doubt  and  Christian  Belief.)  Christ- 
lieb  refers  to  Hans  Egede’s  statement  that  when  the  Eskimos 
demanded  of  him  that  he  perform  miracles  like  his  Master, 
he  (with  great  trembling)  laid  his  hands  upon  several  sick, 
and  healed  them  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ.  The  Bhenish 
missionaries  in  South  Africa  report  similar  cases  of  instan¬ 
taneous  healing.  And  it  is  a  very  remarkable  fact,  but  in 
entire  agreement  with  our  position  as  above  stated,  that  also 
the  other  “signs  and  wonders”  promised  by  Christ  have,  under 
such  circumstances,  not  been  wanting.  In  1873  Missionary 
Nommensen,  in  Sumatra,  ate  rice  which  had  been  mixed  with 
a  deadly  poison  by  a  heathen  who  had  designs  on  his  life. 
He  did  not  experience  the  slightest  inconvenience,  and  many 
heathen  were  converted.  Many  similar  instances,  especially 
of  the  casting  out  of  demons,  could  be  quoted.  Where  God 
desires  to-day  that  His  ambassadors  accredit  themselves  to 
nations  that  know  Him  not  as  messengers  of  the  Most  High, 
of  the  true,  invisible  God,  He  will,  according  to  His  good 
pleasure,  continue  to  them,  the  miraculous  gifts  of  the  Spirit. 
So  much  we  can  assert  as  a  fact,  proved  by  witnesses.  But  no 
more.  If  there  are  those  among  us  who  believe  that  also  in 
Christianized  lands  God  endows  certain  people  with  the  gift 
of  healing,  we  dissent  from  them.  We  do  not,  —  the  writer 
here  speaks  for  himself,  —  in  spite  of  all  this  tremendous 
hubbub  raised  about  Hickson,  and  Mrs.  McPherson,  and  Bos- 
worth,  and  about  the  cures  performed  at  Catholic  shrines  and 
by  the  late  Alexander  Dowie  (as  well  attested  as  those  of  the 
three  healers  first  mentioned),  in  spite  of  all  the  assurances 
of  the  Episcopalians  that  they  have  the  “ministry  of  healing” 
restored  in  their  midst,  —  I  do  not  believe  that  such  miracles 
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are  what  the  healers  believe  or  claim  them  to  be.  This  does 
not  mean  that  we  would  call  every  one  .  a  fanatic  who  does 
believe  that  there  are  cures  worked  miraculously,  i.  e.,  through 
a  power  inherent  in  the  person  (as  distinguished  from  the 
hearing  of  trustful  prayer),  in  our  day.  But  he  who  so  be¬ 
lieves  must,  in  passing  judgment  on  individual  cases  of  faith- 
cure,  be  willing  to  apply  certain  principles  of  Scripture  and 
of  common  sense,  and  not  accept  as  genuine  a  demonstration 
of  cures,  least  of  all  believe  them  to  be  evidence  of  the  Holy 
Sp  irit’s  working,  unless  he  has  made  the  Scriptural  test.  And 
what  this  Scriptural  test  is,  and  on  what  basis  of  reason  and 
evidence  we  shall  judge  of  the  genuineness  of  such  cures, 
apparently  worked,  I  hope  to  set  forth  in  the  next  article 
of  the  present  series. 

II. 

How,  in  a  given  case,  shall  a  Christian  decide  whether 
a  cure  worked  by  a  professional  “healer”  or  through  a  “min¬ 
istry  of  healing”  is  a  true  case  of  “divine  healing”?  What 
test  shall  he  apply?  By  what  standard  shall  he  judge  it? 

To  a  Bible  Christian  there  is  only  one  test  that  he  recog¬ 
nizes  in  all  matters  of  religion  —  the  agreement  of  any  doc¬ 
trine  or  practise  with  the  Word  of  God.  Certainly,  if  any 
one  claiming  to  do  the  works  of  God  is  in  disagreement  with 
the  Word  of  God,  he  is  self-deceived  or  a  deceiver.  Now,  the 
Scriptures  by  no  means  desert  us  in  this  question  of  faith- 
cure,  or  divine  healing.  Miracles  are  a  testimony  of  God  to 
His  Revelation.  God  will  certainly  not  endorse  a  false 
prophet  by  granting  him  special  gifts  of  the  Spirit  —  who  is 
the  Spirit  of  Truth.  Mark  16,  20  and  Heb.  2,  3.  4  plainly 
teach  that  the  gifts  of  the  Spirit  were  to  confirm  the  Word 
of  God.  Any  one,  therefore,  who  teaches  contrary  to  the 
Word  of  God  surely  does  not  possess  the  gift  of  healing.  This 
is  so  plain  that  we  need  not  make  many  words  about  it. 
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In  agreement  with  this  principle  we  first  of  all  reject  all 
those  workers  of  cures  who  claim  that  the  cures  they  perform 
are  a  proof  of  divinely  conferred  power.  That  “signs  and 
wonders”  may  be  worked  by  those  who  reject  the  revelation 
of  God  was  taught  early  in  the  Old  Testament.  Deut.  13, 
1 — 5.  The  passage  is  too  long  for  quotation  here.  Read  it  in 
your  Bible  and  be  convinced.  The  miracles  of  the  magicians 
-  before  Pharaoh  will  readily  come  to  mind.  Paul,  speaking  by 
the  Spirit,  refers,  2  Thess.  2,  10,  to  those  who  “after  the  work¬ 
ing  of  Satan”  will  pqrform  “signs  and  lying  wonders.”  Rev. 
16,  13.  14  refers  to  a  working  of  miracles  by  the  spirits  of 
devils.  Our  Lord  Himself  says  that  oh  Judgment  Day  He 
will  say  to  some  who  “have  done  many  wonderful  works” : 
“Depart  from  Me,  ye  that  work  iniquity !”  Matt.  7,  23.  Hence 
we  say  any  one  who  asserts  that  his  miracles  of  healing  are 
proof  of  a  divine  mission  at  once  writes  himself  down  as  a 
deceiver.  By  making  such  a  claim  he  denies  what  the  Bible 
plainly  teaches,  that  signs  and  wonders  constitute  no  such 
proof  since  they  will  be  performed  also  by  the  false  prophets 
of  the  latter  days.  When  Christians  nevertheless  accept  such 
claims  at  face  value,  they  merely  prove  the  truth  of  our  Lord’s 
statement.  Matt.  24,  24,  that  in  the  last  age.  of  the  world  false 
prophets  shall  arise,  showing  great  signs  and  wonders,  “inso¬ 
much  that,  if  it  were  possible,  they  shall  deceive  the  very  elect.” 

In  our  next  article  we  shall  investigate  the  genuineness 
of  alleged  cures  by  divine  healers.  We  here,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  shall  take  their  genuineness  for  granted.  The 
question  is,  Are  these  so-called  cures  worked  by  the  Holy 
Spirit?  Do  these  healers  possess  the  gift  of  healing  referred 
to  in  the  New  Testament?  And  here  the  only  test  which  we 
recognize  is  this:  Does  their  doctrine  and  do  their  practises 
conform  to  the  Word  of  God  ?  Certainly,  when  they  demand 
that  Christians  accept  their  cures  as  proof  of  a  divine  mission, 
they  contradict  the  Bible,  which  teaches  the  satanic  origin 
of  some  signs  and  wonders.  We  emphasize  this  line  of  reason- 
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ing  because  we  have  heard  Christians,  Lutheran  parishioners, 
say :  “But  if  they  cure  people,  does'  it  not  prove  that  they 
have  the  power  of  the  Holy  Spirit  ?”  No,  indeed,  it  doesn’t. 
It  may  prove  that  the  New  Testament  prophecies  concerning 
the  lying  wonder  of  latter-day  false  prophets  have  come  true. 

“But  the  possibility  of  true,  divinely  wrought  miracles 
occurring  to-day  has  not  been  denied  in  your  first  article.” 
It  has  not  been  denied.  But  let  us'  see  whether  the  healers 
of  our  day  are  of  a  kind  that  would  come  under  a  definition 
of  the  “believers”  referred  to  Mark  16, 17.  Observe  that  the 
signs  referred  to  in  this  saying  of  our  Lord  are  to  follow 
“them  that  believe ”  in  order  to  “confirm  the  Word.” 

Foremost  among  all  church-bodies  that  claim  the  gift  of 
healing  is  the.  Roman  Catholic  Church.  At  Lourdes  in 
France,  in  the  shrine  of  St.  Anne  de  Beaupre,  below  Quebec, 
in  the  Church  of  St.  Anne  de  Detroit,  at  Nineteenth  and 
Howard  Streets  in  that  city,  and  in  St.  Anne’s  Church  in 
Chicago,  any  one  may  see,  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year, 
hundreds,  sometimes  thousands  of  sick  performing  the  novena, 
and  the  collections  of  crutches,  trusses,  canes,  braces,  ear- 
trumpets,  and  eye-glasses  heaped  up  around  these  shrines  are 
shown  as  proof  conclusive  of  the  cures  worked.  But  no  Lu¬ 
theran  will  believe  that  these  cures  are  worked  by  divine 
power,  as  a  confirmation  of  the  Word.  Mark  16,  20.  He  will 
rather  be  reminded  of  the  prophecy  concerning  the  lying 
wonders  of  Antichrist.  2  Thess.  2, 10. 

Then  there  is  the  Christian  Science  Church.  Its  spe¬ 
cialty  is  faith-cure.  Shall  we  admit  that  God  will  confirm 
His  Word  through  the  works  of  a  sect  which  denies  every 
doctrine  of  apostolic  Christianity?  Mrs.  Eddy  denied  the 
personality  of  God,  the  existence  of  Satan  and  of  sin,  the 
creation  of  man,  the  Trinity,  the  power  of  prayer,  the  atone¬ 
ment,  —  and  a  cult  which  embodies  these  soul-destroying 
denials  shall  be  regarded  as  the  heir  of  a  promise  once  given 
to  “them  that  believe”? 
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The  newspapers  were  full  of  John  Alexander  Dowie’s 
cures  twenty  years  ago.  He  hired  a  large  hall  in  Chicago, 
which  was  decorated  with  a  remarkable  collection  of  crutches 
and  other  mementoes  of  his  miraculous  power,  left  behind  by 
those  whom  he  had  healed.  But  are  we  ready  to  accept,  for 
all  that,  Dowie’s  claim  that  he  was  Elijah  111? 

The  principal  drawing  card  of  New  Thought  and  its 
various  off-shoots  —  the  Sun-phoners,  the  Church  of  Divine 
Science,  etc.  —  is  the  miraculous  cure  of  disease.  Their  lit¬ 
erature  is  the  most  blasphemous  stuff  ever  gotten  out  under 
the  guise  of  religion,  always  excepting  the  Booh  of  Doctrines 
and  Covenants  of  the  Mormons.  Certainly,  God  would  not 
“confirm  His  Word”  through  such  agencies.  And  speaking  of 
the  Mormons,  when  these  were  still  practising  polygamy 
openly,  they  widely  advertised  the  cures  which  their  apostles 
effected.  The  Spiritists  have  their  “healing  mediums,”  thou¬ 
sands  of  them.  The  Nazarites,  the  Jehovites,  the  Irvingites, 
the  Quakers,  the  House  of  David,  the  Theosophists  —  all 
outside  the  pale  of  Christianity  —  have  claimed  the  same 
power.  Shall  we  say  that  God  has  testified  through  all  these, 
and  through  Eddy  ism,  and  New  Thought,  and  Romanism, 
and  a  number  of  other  sects  great  and  small,  all  differing 
from  one  another  and  all  denying  Christ’s  saving  doctrine? 
Is  it  not  plain  that  no  matter  how  well  attested  the  genuine¬ 
ness  of  the  cures  effected  by  any  or  all  of  these  churches  and 
cults,  they  cannot  be  accepted  as  proof  that  God  is  with  these 
churches  and  cults,  and  against  all  who  oppose  them?  Yet 
such  is  the  claim  made  by  each  of  them. 

Anglicans  and  Episcopalians  have  lately  stressed  the- 
“ministry  of  healing.”  They  teach  that  such  a  “ministry”* 
was  part  of  the  organization  of  the  early  Church,  and.  that 
it  is  being  revived  in  their  communion  to-day.  Most  prom¬ 
inent  among  their  healers  is  James  Moore  Hickson  of  London* 
who  toured  our  country  a  year  or  two  ago.  “Healing  mis~ 
-aions”  have  since  been  conducted  by  Anglican  preachers  m 


many  places.  A  ritual  or  “Office  Book”  containing  an 
“Instruction  on  Healing  in  the  Church”  has  been  issued  by 
Anglican  authorities  in  England.  The  genuineness  of  the 
cures  performed  by  Hickson  and  the  healing  missions  will  be 
considered  later.  What  is  to  the  point  now  is  that  there  is 
no  proof  either  in  Scripture  or  in  the  church  fathers  that 
any  such  “ministry”  existed  in  the  early  Church,  and  that 
certainly  the  Anglican  Church,  with  its  .Romanistic  and. 
rationalistic  tendencies  and  its  indifferentism  to  doctrine 
(excepting  always  the  doctrine  that  only  by  bishops  in  line 
of  apostolic  succession  can  clergymen  be  ordained),  will  not 
be  selected  by  the  Lord  as  the  agency  by  which  He  will  restore 
to  the  Church  the  gift  of  healing.  Of  all  Christian  bodies,, 
.the  Anglican  (Episcopal)  Church  has  gone  farthest  in  toler¬ 
ance  of  every  kind  of  error.  God  will  not  miraculously  “con¬ 
firm  His  Word”  through  those  who  have  dethroned  that  Word 
as  the  only  norm  Qf  doctrine  and  practise. 

Turning  now  to  the  professional  healers,  we  note  that 
prominent  among  these  are  several  woman  preachers.  But 
the  very  fact  that  these  women  claim  the  right  to  preach  is 
proof  that  God  is  not  in  the  work.  God  will  not  “confirm 
His  Word”  through  those  who  are  distinctly  forbidden  to 
speak  in  the  assembly  of  believers.  1  Cor.  14,  34;  1  Tim.  2, 
11.  12.  Regardless  of  the  genuineness  of  cures  worked  by 
woman  evangelists  of  the  Holy  Roller  and  Pentecostal  sects, 
it  cannot  be  asserted  that  God  is  there  confirming  His  revela¬ 
tion  to  the  world.  He  will  not  forbid  women  to  preach  and 
then  employ  woman  preachers  to  perform  miracles  in  His 
name. 

But  the  reader  has  attended  healing  demonstrations  such 
as  I  have  recently  witnessed,  in  course  of  which  the  sick  were 
instructed,  yea,  implored  to  “put  all  their  trust  in  God,”  to 
expect  healing  not  from  men,  but  from  Jesus  and  from  prayer 
spoken  in  His  name,  and  to  expect  no  help  unless  they  had 
faith.  Is  it  possible,  one  might  ask,  that  cures  dispensed 
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with  such  appeal  to  God  and  faith  and  prayer  cannot  be 
accepted  as  the  working  of  divine  power? 

I  wonder  whether  the  reader  has  paid  close  attention  to 
the  use  which  these  healers  make  of  the  term  “faith”  and  to 
their  teaching  concerning  disease.  These  are  matters  of  im¬ 
portance,  and  we  must  give  them  separate  consideration. 

As  for  “faith.”  In  the  first  place,  so  far  as  I  know  them, 
these  healers  one  and  all  declare  that  through  the  faith  of 
the  sick  persons  the  cures  of  the  Lord  and  His  apostles  were 
effected.  Their  own  frequent  failures  they  explain  by  lack 
of  faith  on  the  part  of  those  who  come  to  them  for  aid.  But 
what  says  the  Gospel-record?  The  centurion,  Matt.  8,  had 
faith,  —  but  this  is  by  no  means  to  be  asserted  concerning 
the  servant.  In  Mark  9  the  father  had  faith,  but  what  of  the 
son  who  was  healed?  In  the  company  of  the  enemies  of 
Christ  there  was  a  man  with  a  withered  arm,  Matt.  12;  will 
any  one  maintain  that  he  was  a  believer  in  the  Messiah?  The 
man  referred  to  John  5,  Iff.  did  not  even  know  who  Christ 
was  (v.  13),  yet  he  was  healed.  The  long  and  detailed  ac¬ 
count  of  the  healing  of  the  blind  man  in  John  9  renders  it 
very  clear  that  he  had  no  saving  faith  in  Christ  when  he  was 
healed;  he  first  calls  Jesus  merely  “a  man,”  and  only  later 
on  he  becomes  convinced  that  Jesus  is  a  “prophet”  and  Lord. 
Finally,  the  high  priest's  employee  whose  ear  was  restored  to 
him  in  Gethsemane  surely  was  not  healed  by  reason  of  his 
faith  in  Christ.  When  the  people  of  Galilee  did  not  accept 
the  Gospel,  the  record  does  not  say  that  on  account  of  their 
unbelief  Jesus  was  unable  to  heal  their  sick,  but  that  He  “did 
not  many  works  there” ;  He  did  perform  a  few  despite  their 
unbelief.  Matt.  13,  58.  When  the  disciples  failed  to  work 
miracles,  our  Lord  did  not  blame  the  unbelief  of  the  people, 
but  the  lack  of  faith  in  the  disciples,  Matt.  17,  14 — 21.  We 
conclude  that  while  our  Lord  often  relieved  those  of  sickness 
who  trusted  in  Him,  He  was  by  no  means  able  to  exercise 
His  power  on  those  only  who  had  faith  in  Him.  And  this 
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applies  to  the  works  of  healing  done  by  the  apostles.  Publius 
on  Malta  “courteously  lodged”  Paul,  and  his  father  was  healed 
by  the  apostle.  Not  only  this,  but  soon  others  of  the  island 
on  which  Paul  had  been  cast  came  with  their  sick,  and  he 
cured  them.  Not  a  word  here  about  faith,  nor  any  suggestion 
even  that  a  company  of  believers  had  been  formed  during 
these  first  days  of  the  apostle’s  sojourn.  Indeed,  miracles  of 
healing,  just  as  other  miracles  of  the  apostles,  were  performed 
as  a  sign,  “not  to  them  that  believe,  but  to  them  that  believe 
not.”  1  Cor.  14,  22.  God  was  not  limited  in  His  power  to 
confirm  the  Word  by  the  attitude  of  those  on  whom  He  would 
work  His  wonders.  If  the  healers  of  our  day  are  so  limited, 
—  and  this  they  freely  admit,  and  urge  it  strenuously  to  ex¬ 
plain  their  failures,  —  their  power  is  not  of  God.  This  is 
a  fundamental  teaching  of  the  healers,  necessarily  so,  since 
their  cures,  as  those  of  Christian  Scientists,  even  in  the  case 
of  functional  diseases,  are  far  outnumbered  by  their  failures. 

Divine  healers  one  and  all  teach  that  “faith”  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  their  cures.  But  what  do  they  mean  by  “faith”? 
I  have  read  their  literature  and  have  attended  their  meetings, 
and  in  nearly  every  case,  if  the  hearer  paid  close  attention, 
he  could  perceive  that  “faith”  amounts  simply  to  the  belief 
that  God  is  able  to  perform  a  miraculous  cure  through  this 
particular  healer.  A  mental  attitude  of  trust  in  the  healer’s 
power,  confidence  in  his  gift  to  heal  disease  by  prayer,  is  the 
“faith”  demanded  of  the  patient.  This  is  certainly  not  the 
faith  which  Christians  have  in  mind  when  they  use  the  word. 
“But  we  have  heard  Pentecostal  revivalists  say  that  it  must 
be  faith  in  Christ  as  the  Redeemer,  the  Atoner  for  sin.”  This 
sounds  like  a  sufficient  answer  to  our  objection ;  but  far  from 
being  an  answer,  it  reveals  the  deep  diabolism,  the  devilish 
deceit,  practised  by  such  healers.  I  speak  from  personal  ob¬ 
servation  and  from  close  reading  of  the  literature  put  out  by 
this  cult;  Yes,  they  preach  about  Christ’s  atonement,  His 
bloody  sacrifice,  and  the  necessity  of  faith  in  Him  and  of 
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conversion.  But  this  preaching  is  immediately  linked  up 
with  the  doctrine  that  as  Christ  died  to  save  us  from  sin, 
so  He  also  died  to  save  us  from  sickness,  and  that  unless  we 
believe  in  His  power  to  heal  sickness,  we  do  not  accept  Him 
as  our  personal  Savior.  The  phrase  used  is :  “A  Double  Cure 
for  a  Double  Curse”  (sin  and  sickness).  The  freedom  from 
disease  is  a  blessing  secured' to  believers  by  the  atonement 
which  Christ  has  made.  This  is  the  teaching  of  Bosworth, 
of  the  Pentecostal  healers,  of  Mrs.  McPherson,  and  of  the 
Episcopalians  who  conduct  “healing  missions.”  The  atone¬ 
ment  is  made  to  furnish  the  leverage  for  the  healing  propa¬ 
ganda.  One  Episcopalian  rector  writes  that  so  important  is 
the  ministry  of  healing  that  “everything  else  is  trivial  by 
comparison,”  and  that  ordinary  preaching  should  not  be 
named  in  the  same  breath.  Hickson  clothed  the  doctrine  in 
“common-sense”  garb  when  he  said :  “The  moment  a  man’s 
soul  is  free  from  sin,  his  physical  and  mental  sides  respond 
immediately,  and  he  gradually  becomes  healthy  and  normal.” 
Others  go  far  beyond  this  claim.  They  assert  that  if  a  man 
is  a  Christian,  he  will  believe  that  God  .wants  him  to  be 
healthy,  since  “Christ  died  to  save  him  from  sickness  as  much 
as  He  died  to  save  him  from  sin.”  The  result  is  that  those 
thousands  who  come  with  utter  faith  to  these  healers  and 
depart  disappointed,  must  ever  after  believe  that  they  have 
not  Christian  faith,  that  not  for  them  did  Christ  die,  since 
not  for  them  did  He  remove  the  curse  of  sickness,  they  have 
no  Savior,  —  for  did  not  the  healer  proclaim  that  lack  of 
faith  alone  can  prevent  a  cure  ?  —  they  are  lost,  damned ! 

I  have  heard  a  Pentecostal  healer  say  this  in  so  many  words, 
here,  in  the  backwoods  of  the  Missouri  Ozarks,  only  two  weeks 
ago,  at  the  conclusion  of  a  sermon:  “Unless  you  have  faith 
in  Christ’s  power  of  healing  sickness,  you  have  no  part  in  His 
healing  from  sin,  you  are  damned!”  This  is  not  Christ’s 
teaching;  it_is  satanic. 

If  Christian  faith  is  genuine  only  when  it  overcomes 
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bodily  disease,  what  becomes  of  the  faith  of  Paul,  who  had 
his  “thorn  in  the  flesh”  —  surely  a  bodily  ailment  —  in  spite 
of  His  prayer  for  release?  2  Cor.  12,  7.  Why  did  he  not  cure 
Trophimus,  but  left  him  sick  at  Miletus,  2  Tim.  4,  20,  and 
why  did  he  prescribe  wine  to  Timothy  for  stomach  trouble? 
1  Tim.  5,  23.  In  my  first  article  1  have  stated  the  Scripture 
teaching  on  the  general  subject  of  prayer  and  sickness.  We 
believe  that  God  will  hear  our  prayers,  according  to  His  good 
pleasure,  in  cases  of  illness,  and  even  perform  that  which 
medical  men  will  term  a  “miracle.”  But  how  far  removed  is 
this  teaching  from  the  faith-cure  doctrine,  which  says  that 
where  there  is  no  cure,  there  is  no  faith! 

-  The  healers  teach  that  all  sickness  is  the  result  of  the 
patient’s  sin,  and  that  it  is  never  according  to  God’s  will. 
Hickson  has  said  many  times:  “God  never  said,  ‘It  is  good 
for  you  to  have  this  disease.’  ”  Asked :  “Why  do  so  many 
people  continue  to  suffer  from  disease?”  he  answered:  “Be¬ 
cause  they  accept  disease  as  God’s  will  for  them.”  The 
healers  omit  from  their  prayers  the  sentiment:  “If  it  be  Thy 
will.”  They  do  not  believe  that  sickness  is  ever  a  visitation, 
or  that  God  has  aught  in  mind  with  it  as  a  means  of  dis¬ 
ciplining  His  children  and  making  them  great  in  His  king¬ 
dom.  They  have  never  read,  it  seems,  the  word  of  our  Lord 
John  9,  concerning  the  blind  man:  “Neither  did  this  man 
sin  nor  his  parents,”  when  the  disciples  thought  that  his 
blindness  was  a  punishment.  What,  in  view  of  such  teaching, 
becomes  of  the  Christian’s  faith  under  the  cross?  No  longer 
may  he  believe  that  God  in  His  infinite  love  and  wisdom  sees 
that  we  need  to  be  made  perfect  by  the  things  which  we  suffer, 
and  that  He  will  not  lift  the  cross,  no,  not  while  life  lasts, 
when  He  knows  that  only  so  may  we  be  kept  in  the  faith  and 
prepared  for  the  unending  joys  of  heaven.  No,  if  sickness 
remains,  it  is  because  of  sin,  because  the  wrath  of  God  abideth, 
because  having  no  part  in  Christ’s  atonement  we  have  no  part 
in  His  redemption  from  disease,  —  what  horrible,  satanic 
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teaching !  What  blasphemy,  to  dictate  to  God  what  He 
shall  do !  And  when  the  mother  dictates  to  God  that  He 
must  cure  her  child,  or  absolutely  trusts  that  the  healer  will 
cure  it,  and  the  child  dies,  —  shall  the  grief-stricken  woman 
be  told  by  the  pastor  that  the  death  of  her  child  lies  at  her 
own  door,  because  she  lacked  faith?  A  sensible  Anglican, 
Rev.  W.  A.  Guerry,  Bishop  of  South  Carolina,  who  is  holding 
out  against  the  wave  of  faith-cure  in  the  Episcopal  Church, 
saya  that  “such  an  alternative,  given  to  conscientious  parents, 
would  be  enough  to  drive  them  insane.” 

Christians  will  continue  to  believe  that  sickness,  while 
a  consequence  of  the  Fall  and  at  times  indeed  visited  upon 
individuals  as  a  punishment  for  sin,  is,  in  the  case  of  every 
child  of  God,  even  when  caused  by  transgression,  a  means  in 
the  hands  of  a  loving  heavenly  Father  to  train  His  children 
in  patience,  and  in  daily  repentance,  and  in  the  gift  of  prayer, 
and  in  the  overcoming  of  the  lusts  that  war  against  the  spirit, 
for  the  salvation  of  their  souls  and,  yes,  of  their  bodies  also, 
for  in  heaven  at  last  —  and  only  then  —  “there  shall  be  no 
more  death,  neither  sorrow  no!  crying,  neither  shall  there  be 
any  more  pain.” 

The  greatest  of  God’s  saints,  and  this  includes  many 
humble  hearers  of  the  Word  as  well  as  teachers  of  it,  have 
been  subject  to  bodily  affliction,  have  been  blind  and  deaf  and 
crippled  and  sick.  Luther  suffered  during  his  entire  public 
career  from  a  complication  of  most  painful  diseases.  One 
true  child  of  God  recently  wrote  me,  out  of  what  he  calls  “the 
immensity  of  his  affliction” :  “What  comfort  to  know  that  we 
have  One  who  has  not  only  fought  for  us,  but  also  fights  with 
us  at  our  side.  Often  have  I  sunk  to  the  ground,  weak  and 
helpless,  ready  to  say,  T  give  up.’  But  Jesus  in  His  great 
mercy  did  not  let  me  go.”  If  the  doctrine  of  the  healers  were 
true,  this  man  would  have  to  say :  “Since  I  am  suffering  this 
terrible  illness,  despite  all  my  prayers,  I  cannot  have  the  right 
faith.  Since  Christ  does  not  heal  my  body,  I  have  no  part 
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in  His  atonement,  I  am  rejected,  damned !”  And  Luther 
was  damned,  and  Paul  was  damned,  —  they  had  not  faith, 
since  where  there  is  no  cure,  there  is  no  faith.  We  call  this 
a  Satanic  doctrine.  Whatever  the  power  that  such  men  and 
women  exercise  over  disease,  it  is  not  of  God. 

III. 

Is  there,  then,  such  a  thing  as  faith-cure?  There  is, 
most  assuredly.  “Then  you  admit  the  reality  of  divine  heal¬ 
ing,  after  all,  and  you  concede  some  kind  of  miracle-working 
power  to  the  healers  ?”  I  make  no  such  concession. 

That  some  of  the  cures  worked  by  professional  healers, 
such  as  Hickson,  Bosworth,  Mrs.  McPherson,  by  Pentecostal 
evangelists,  spiritistic  mediums,  Christian  Scientists,  the 
medicine  men  of  the  Indians  of  North  and  South  America, 
and  at  Roman  Catholic  shrines,  may  be  truly  miraculous 
cures,  we  are  not  ready  to  deny  absolutely.  If  they  are  such, 
the  power  that  works  them  is  not  from  above,  but  from  below. 
Since  the  Lord  and  His  apostles  have  foretold  the  working  of 
“signs  and  wonders”  through  false  prophets  and  by  the  spirits 
of  devils,  it  is  possible  that  there  are  such  “signs”  being  per¬ 
formed  by  false  prophets  who  claim  the  healing  gift  of  to-day, 
—  though  the  Lord  did  not  say  that  the  false  prophets  will 
perform  “signs”  upon  the  sick.  So  much  we  grant,  that  the 
devil  may  have  a  hand  in  some  of  these  cures,  so  far  as  they 
are  genuine.  But  when  we  are  asked,  Do  you  offer  this  as 
an  explanation  of  all  that  passes  for  “divine  healing”  in  our 
day?  we  say:  No,  we  do  not. 

Our  general  attitude  over  against  faith-cure,  then,  is  not 
one  of  wholesale  denial,  as  if  no  “cures”  were  worked  at  all, 
but  one  of  discrimination  and  explanation.  And  our  explana¬ 
tion  is  not  that  of  satanic  powers,  unless  the  miraculous 
element  is  clearly  established.  Because  we  have  never  heard 
of  a  single  case  in  which  the  working  of  natural  causes  is 
excluded,  we  prefer  to  believe .  that  at  least  in  the  great 
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majority  of  cases  of  healing  there  is  no  supernatural  element 
at  all.  “But  is  it  possible  to  explain  on  any  natural  grounds 
the  instantaneous  effect  which  is  observed  in  many  who  come 
to  the  platforms  of  the  healers?”  Answer:  It  is  possible. 
“Even  when  people  who  have  been  crippled  many  years,  or 
who  have  been  deaf  or  blind,  are  cured  by  Bosworth  or 
Mrs.  McPherson?”  Answer:  Even  when  hearing  and  sight 
are  restored.  “Through  the  working  of  natural  causes,  abso¬ 
lutely?”  Absolutely,  as  will  become  clear  when  we  consider 
one  of  the  most  familiar  experiences  of  life,  the  interaction 
of  the  soul  and  the  body,  both  in  health  and  disease. 

Once  establish  in  the  mind  the  fact  that  the  Creator  has 
joined  the  soul  with  the  body  in  such  an  intimate  and  perfect 
union  that  any  impression  made  upon  the  one  will  be  in¬ 
stantly  responded  to  by  the  other,  and  we  have  a  safe  starting- 
point  for  the  discussion  of  mental  healing.  Joy  causes  us  to 
smile  and  laugh,  grief  fills  the  eye  with  tears,  fear  blanches 
the  countenance.  These  interactions  of  soul  and  body  are 
really  some  of  the  greatest  mysteries  of  philosophy;  their 
reality  is  denied  by  no  one.  We  know  that  the  agency  of 
these  interactions  is  the  nervous  system,  especially  the 
sympathetic  nerves,  which  operate  and  control  the  organic 
activities  of  the  body.  Through  the  nervous  system  the 
disturbances  of  mind  are  reflected  in  disturbances  of  the 
body.  Worry  causes  disturbances  of  the  digestion,  anger 
dispels  appetite,  fright  can  whiten  the  hair  in  a  night,  and 
may  even  cause  death  by  paralyzing  the  heart  muscle. 
A  mental  state  of  disease  is  frequently  a  cause  of  disease. 
An  extensive  literature  has  arisen  on  this  subject,  the  best 
book  for  non-professional  readers  being  The  Force  of  Mind 
by  Dr.  A.  T.  Schofield,  an  English  medical  authority. 

Now,  aside  from  all  suggestion  from  without,  the  mind, 
working  unconsciously  (“subconsciously”)  through  the  nerv¬ 
ous  system,  possesses  curative  power.  In  such  cases  we  say 
that  “nature”  has  come  to  the  rescue,  that  medicine  can  only 
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"‘assist  nature.”  The  divine  healers  depend  on  this  curative 
power  of  mind  in  many  cases.  Rheumatism  often  disappears 
by  self-elimination.  Physicians  assert  that  tuberculosis  often 
heals  itself.  Cases  of  rheumatism  and  tuberculosis  “cured” 
by  the  healers  are  therefore  not  worth  following  up,  for  they 
would  prove  nothing  even  if  a  perfect  recovery  were  demon¬ 
strated.  How  the  mind  is  able  to  do  such  things  we  do  not, 
understand ;  that  it  does  them  continually  belongs  to  the 
abc  of  medicine.  Mind  pours  the  lymph  around  a  broken 
bone,  draws  off  poisons  into  canals,  seals  up  abscesses  with 
a  firm  wall,  marshals  blood-cells  to  attack  invading  germs. 
So  the  saying  has  originated :  “Doctors  dress  wounds,  nature 
heals  them.”  Undoubtedly  many  who  believe  that  the  healer 
has  cured  them  got  well  through  the  recuperative  and  cur¬ 
ative  action  of  unaided  natural  force.  In  this  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  mysterious,  nothing  that  can  be  new  to  any  of  our  readers. 
Sometimes  excitement  helps  a  patient  to  overcome,  by  a  sud¬ 
den  effort,  his  ailment.  At  Topeka,  Kans.,  June  28,  1921, 
a  boy  who  had  been  bedfast  with  rheumatism  for  two  months 
jumped  out  of  bed  and  pulled  his  sister  out  of  a  cistern  into 
which  she  had  fallen.  At  Indian  Head,  Sask.,  a  young  man 
had  been  unable  to  speak  after  he  had  been  kicked  in  the 
head  by  a  horse;  July  7,  as  a  result  of  sharp  loops  and 
dives  during  a  ride  in  an  aeroplane,  he  could  speak  when  he 
landed.  In  both  cases  there  was  nothing  miraculous.  But 
when  healers,  through  artificial  excitement,  obtain  the  same 
result,  they  claim  that  it  is  the  power  of  God. 

Sometimes  the  impulse  which  sets  a  patient  on  the  road 
to  health  comes  from  the  outside.  Then  we  speak  of  sug¬ 
gestion.  Again,  this  is  a  familiar  phenomenon.  Talk  to 
a  boy  about  fruits  and  candies,  and  see  how  his  mouth  waters.  • 
Talk  to  a  little  girl  about  dolls,  and  her  face  flushes  with 
emotion.  The  suggestion  of  things  that  please  causes  the 
body  to  react  pleasurably.  Suggest  hope,  confidence,  to  the 
sick,  and  an  effect  will  take  place  which  is  the  opposite  of 
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that  caused  by  suggestions  of  doubt,  fear,  and  despair.  Worry 
raises  the  blood-pressure,  and  hence  shortens  life;  content¬ 
ment  lowers  it,  and  lengthens  life.  A  state  of  quiet  and 
confidence  increases  the  number  of  red  blood-cells,  which  an 
opposite  state  of  mind  will  destroy.  States  of  distress  and 
worry  keep  the  system  in  a  state  so  enfeebled  that  the  recep¬ 
tion  of  germs  of  organic  disease  becomes  easy.  So  whatever 
produces  hope  and  confidence  will  put  the  body  in  a  state  of 
health  (“a  cheerful  heart  is  good  medicine,”  Prov.  17,  22), 
and  whatever  produces  doubt  and  fear  will  promote  disease. 

This,  of  course,  applies  with  double  force  in  the  case  of 
diseases  caused  by  the  mind,  diseases  which  originate  in  the 
nervous  system.  Thouands  of  those  especially  who  seek  relief 
from  illness  in  Christian  Science  suffer  from  some  morbid 
condition  of  the  mind,  causing  one  or  another  of  the  various 
forms  of  hysteria  (not  “hysterics,”  which  is  another  matter), 
sometimes  called  “neurosis.”  In  hysteria  the  symptoms  of 
the  disease  appear,  while  the  disease  itself  is  not  present. 
Competent  authorities  assert  that  “hysteria  can  simulate 
every  known  complaint:  paralysis,  heart-disease,  and  the 
worst  forms  of  fever  and  ague.”  The  writer  had  in  his  own 
pastoral  experience  at  least  six  cases  of  neurosis,  or  hysteria, 
which  would  have  given  any  healer  an  opportunity  for  cures 
that  would  have  astounded  the  multitude.  Since  this  is  pos¬ 
sibly  the  secret  of  ninety  per  cent,  of  all  successful  cures  by 
the  healers,  the  matter  is  worth  more  detailed  discussion.  Let 
me  tell  you  about  a  few  of  the  cases  which  came  under  my 
personal  observation. 

1)  One  night,  at  3  o’clock  a.  m.,  I  was  called  out  to 
a  patient,  a  young  man  of  eighteen,  by  profession  a  tool- 
grinder,  who  was  reported  dying.  I  hastened  to  his  bedside 
and  found  him  in  a  state  of  collapse,  apparently  at  death’s 
door.  Features  drawn,  eyes  half  opened,  body  rigid,  hands 
and  feet  turning  cold,  breath  fluttering,  —  but  heart-action 
very  good  and  strong.  I  could  not  understand  the  strong 
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pulse,  but  assumed  that  the  boy  was  dying,  and  performed 
my  duties  as  a  pastor.  The  doctor  arrived.  He  tested 
a  number  of  muscular  reactions,  then  gave  an  injection,  and 
soon  departed.  Inviting  me  to  take  breakfast  with  him  on 
the  Avenue,  he  asked  me,  as  we  motored  through  the  silent 
streets,  what  I  thought  of  the  case.  Confessing  my  ignorance, 
he  replied :  “Well,  you  have  seen  an  interesting  case  of 
hysteria.”  “Hysterics?”  “No,  hysteria,  the  most  baffling  of 
all  nervous  disorders.”  “But  the  boy  showed  every  symptom 
of  heart-failure.”  “Every?”  “Well,  no;  his  pulse  was 
normal.  What  do  you  do  in  such  cases?”  “Give  a  sedative. 
When  the  nerves  quiet  down,  the  trouble  is  over.”  This 
physician  then  told  me  details  about  the  action  of  hysteria, 
or  neurosis,  which  were  amazing.  Most  diseases  will  be 
imitated  by  it.  “But  does  not  that  make  diagnosis  very 
difficult?”  I  asked.  “Very;  so  much  so  that  a  good  diag¬ 
nostician  is  much  more  rare  than  a  good  surgeon.  It  is  here,” 
he  continued,  “that  the  quacks  make  their  fortunes.  The 
sick  man  imagines  he  can  diagnose  himself.  He  knows  his 
symptoms,  and  so  he  knows  that  he  has,  let  us  say,  ulcers 
of  the  stomach.  He  takes  some  patent  medicine  and  is  cured. 
He  was  not  sick  at  all,  except  that  his  nervous  system  was 
deranged.  Tell  him  that,  and  he  laughs  at  you,  because  he 
never  felt  ‘nervous/  Just  the  same  he  was  a  neurotic,  and 
the  patent  nostrum  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  cure,  except 
that  its  promoters  gave  him  confidence,  through  skilful  ad¬ 
vertising,  that  it  must  work  a  cure.”  The  application  of  all 
this  to  faith-cure  may  be  made  by  the  reader. 

2)  The  second  case  was  one  of  pulmonary  consumption. 
Apparently  this  woman  was  dying.  She  was  subject  to  night- 
sweats,  had  recurrences  of  light  fever,  raised  much  mucus, 
and  was  terribly  emaciated.  For  all  that,  she  did  not  have 
consumption,  — -  the  X-ray  and  microscope  proved  that,  — 
and  in  a  year  she  was  completely  recovered  from  —  what  ? 
From  a  state  of  mind. 
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3)  The  third  case  was  one  of  a  young  girl  who  had 
frequent  attacks  of  heart-failure.  She  would  be  in  bed  a 
week  at  a  time,  believing  that  she  hovered  at  the  brink  of 
death.  Her  heart,  said  the  doctor,  was  absolutely  sound,  — 
ua  case  of  neurosis,  simply.” 

4)  The  fourth  case  was  one  of  cancer  of  the  stomach. 
All  the  symptoms  were  there,  —  I  need  not  describe  them, 
they  were  most  alarming,  —  and  the  patient  was  at  times  in 
great  pain.  But  an  examination  proved  that  there  was 
neither  cancer  nor  any  other  stomach  trouble.  The  patient 
was  a  neurotic. 

The  medical  men^among  my  readers  would  be  able  to 
quote  hundreds  of  similar  cases  from  their  practise.  Note 
well,  a  good  physician  will  diagnose  such  cases  as  what  they 
really  are,  and  will,  in  “slow”  cases,  apply  “mental  therapeu¬ 
tics,”  that  is  to  say,  will  endeavor  to  cure  through  the  mind, 
along  lines  now  widely  used  by  medical  practitioners.  The 
Pentecostal  healer  will  do  the  same  thing,  only  he  will  not 
call  it  “suggestion,”  or  “mental  therapeutics,”  he  will  say 
that  God  has  given  him  the  gift  of  healing,  that  his 
“cures”  are  evidence  of  this  gift,  and  that  unless  you  be¬ 
lieve  it,  you  are  damned,  because  you  resist  the  Holy  Spirit. 
In  St.  Luke’s  Hospital,  New  York,  occurred  a  case  which  for 
a  time  baffled  even  the  physicians,  who  pronounced  it  ovarian 
tumor.  But  this  “tumor”  disappeared  when  they  were  about 
to  operate,  on  the  administration  of  ether.  “Tt  was  dis¬ 
covered  to  be  merely  the  result  of  hysteria.”  What  a  case 
for  a  “healer” !  At  the  great  clinic  in  Bonn  it  was  discovered, 
some  fifteen  years  ago,  that  52  per  cent,  of  all  patients  were 
neurotics,  their  diseases  existing  in  a  deranged  functioning  of 
the  nervous  system.  What,  in  the  face  of  such  evidence,  are 
the  testimonials  of  those  worth  who  have  been  cured  by  some 
quacksalver’s  nostrum,  or  by  an  adoration  of  the  Sacred 
Heart,  or  by  the  prayers  of  a  divine  healer?  “But  they  have 
been  relieved  of  their  troubles!”  Possibly,  yes;  but  they 
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have  been  made  disciples  of  a  fake  science  or  fake  religion. 
What  is  to  the  point  —  no  miracle  has  happened. 

What  is  necessary  in  a  great  many  cases  of  illness,  true 
or  imagined,  is  that  the  patient  be  made  to  assert  his  will¬ 
power,  and  to  do  this  he  must  be  in  a  hopeful  state  of  mind. 
Fear  must  be  removed  from  his  mind,  and  he  must  be  filled 
with  hopeful,  happy  thoughts  of  health.  Every  physician 
knows  the  power  which  mind  has  over  the  body,  and  turns 
it  to  account  in  his  practise.  The  healers  do  the  same,  but 
they  claim  that  they  are  working  miracles.  To  one  patient, 
who  had  been  a  railroad  conductor,  a  physician  recently  sug¬ 
gested  that  he  keep  a  little  box  in  his  room  filled  witli  beans. 
“Every  morning  take  out  a  bean  and  put  it  aside  and  say: 
r Worry  is  in  the  bean;  the  bean  has  left  the  box/  Then  go 
to  your  work.”  Long  before  the  box  was  empty,  the  con¬ 
ductor  was  back  on  his  old  job.  He  had  been  a  nervous 
wreck!  “The  sick  mind,”  says  Dr.  Ranoe,  “is  never  at  rest, 
and  thus  it  overworks  the  physical  body-cells.  The  nervous 
energy  is  used  up  in  mental  unrest,  worry,  and  anxiety,  the 
body  is  thrown  into  a  chaotic  state  of  existence,  and  it  is 
only  a  matter  of  time  before  it  must  evidently  succumb.” 
(Article  in  Lutheran  Church  Herald.)  “Our  worst  enemy,” 
says  the  same  writer,  “is  fear.  What  the  mental  healers  do 
is  to  remove  fear  from  the  patient.  When  that  is  removed, 
the  nervous  system  begins  to  relax,  and  again  has  a  chance 
to  try  to  regain  its  lost  impetus  and  thus  restore  equilibrium 
of  cell  vibration.” 

When  the  patient  has  faith  in  the  healer,  his  mind  is 
Open  to  healing  suggestion.  The  patient  is  often  not  aware 
that  he  is  yielding  to  such  suggestion,  even  as  he  is  not  con- 
scious  of  any  derangement  of  the  nervous  system.  Dr.  Woods, 
of  Hoxton  House  Asylum,  London,  treated  over  1,000  cases 
by  suggestion  and  found  it  a  potent  remedy.  The  principle 
is  the  same  whether  the  method  is  called  Christian  Science, 
Divine  Healing,  Faith-cure,  Magnetic  Healing,  whether  the 
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cure  be  attributed  to  the  bones  of  saints,  the  Holy  Coat  at 
Treves,  to  charms  or  idols.  It  was  known  to  Egyptian  doc¬ 
tors  a  thousand  years  before  Christ.  It  was  Dowie’s  method, 
it  is  that  of  African  medicine  men,  of  Bosworth,  Mrs.  McPher¬ 
son,  and  the  Pentecostal  healers  to-day.  Plutarch  says  that 
thousands  of  patients  used  to  flock  to  the  Temple  of  Serapis, 
and,  of  course,  scores  of  them  were  healed.  In  all  this  there 
was  and  is  nothing  miraculous.  Let  the  personality  and  con¬ 
tagious  optimism  of  the  physician  act  on  the  spirit  of  the 
patient,  and  the  vital  energies  of  the  whole  body  are  quickened. 
The  method  is  immaterial  so  far  as  the  cure  is  concerned. 

“But  how  about  cases  of  blindness?  Is  not  an  instan¬ 
taneous  cure  here  an  evident  proof  of  supernatural  power  ? 
A  blind  person  is  blind,  that  is  all  there  is  about  it!”  No, 
my  friend,  that  is  not  all  there  is  about  it.  Incredible  as  it 
may  seem,  even  blindness  may  be  a  state  of  mind.  In  his 
tract  Divine  Healing,  Mr.  T.  J.  Smith  of  Denver  quotes  from 
the  Denver  Post  of  July  4,  1921,  the  account  of  a  man  who 
had  lost  his  eyesight  and  hearing  in  the  war.  He  fell  47  feet 
from  a  diving  tower  in  Eldorado  Springs,  Colo.,  July  3.  By 
the  time  he  got  fully  dressed,  he  noticed  that  both  his  hearing 
and  eyesight  had  been  restored.  The  shock  or  excitement  of 
his  nervous  system  worked  the  cure.  Miss  Frances  Perkins 
speaking  before  the  National  Conference  of  Social  Workers 
lately  told  about  a  man  who  had  come  for  financial  aid.  “In¬ 
vestigation  showed  that  he  was  suffering  from  neurosis  and 
that  worry  over  his  two  wives  (he  had  left  the  first)  caused 
the  loss  of  sight,  although  his  eye  reflexes  were  perfect.” 
When  the  first  wife  relinquished  her  claims,  his  worry  left 
him,  and  soon  his  sight  was  restored.  (Reported  in  the 
Northwestern  Lutheran.)  A  friend  of  mine,  a  man  of  acute 
intelligence  and  great  attainments,  in  his  childhood  suffered 
an  injury  to  one  eye,  and  the  other  became  sympathetically 
affected.*  The  injured  eye  regained  its  vision,  but  the  other 
has  remained  blind  to  the  present  day.  Oculists  who  have 
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examined  it  find  the  reflexes  normal,  and  assure  my  friend 
that  his  condition  is  solely  a  state  of  mind.  On  such  cases 
quacks  and  healers  build  up  their  reputation.  Consider  only 
one  instance,  reported  by '  an  Episcopalian  rector  of  New 
Castle,  Pa.,  who  is  conducting  a  highly  successful  healing 
mission.  He  says:  “One  girl  was  blind.  She  came  with  her 
mother  and  father,  and  they  prayed.  In  two  months  she  was 
able  to  see.”  The  rector  then  innocently  adds  a  statement 
which  gives  the  whole  case  away:  “She  was  afflicted  with 
St.  Vitus  dance,  but  now  that  is  all  gone.”  Of  course,  and 
had  the  girl  been  a  Catholic,  the  adoration  of  the  Sacred 
Heart  would  have  worked  the  same  result;  if  a  Christian 
Scientist,  faith  in  Mother  Eddy  would  have  done  it.  Religion 
has  nothing  to  do  with  such  cures.  But  give  us  a  case  of 
atrophy  of  the  optic  nerve  or  of  cataract,  and  all  the  charms 
and  amulets  and  Christian  Science  treatments  in  the  world 
will  not  restore  sight. 

We  are  now  approaching  a  definition  of  the  kinds  of 
illness  which  will  yield  to  mind-treatment,  as  practised  by  the 
faith-curists,  and  of  the  kind  which  they  can  never  cure. 
In  our  next  and  last  instalment  we  shall  enter  into  this 
subject  a  little  more  fully.  Moreover,  we  shall  see  that  the 
healers  know  very  well  that  a  state  of  mind  must  be  induced 
in  patients  who  are  subject  to  mental  healing,  and,  further¬ 
more,  that  they  are  well  aware  of  their  inability  to  cure 
certain  diseases,  and  hence  consciously  dishonest  when  they 
claim  that  they  can  heal  all  diseases  and  that  they  heal  by 
divine  power. 

We  conclude  this  chapter  by  reverting  to  our  first  ques¬ 
tion:  Why  do  these  healers  not  attempt  the  other  “signs” 
which  are  recorded  in  the  gospels  and  in  Acts?  Why  do  they 
not  restore  amputated  limbs,  and  why  do  they  not  raise  the 
dead,  or  prove  their  immunity  to  snake-bite?  The  question  is 
occasioned  (and  answered)  by  the  following  little  paragraph 
which  a  brother  in  Alabama  has  just  sent  us :  — 
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“Nauvoo,  Ala.,  August  8.  —  William  Edmonds  is  in  a 
critical  condition  to-day,  and  his  brother,  Rev.  Albert  Ed¬ 
monds,  is  seriously  ill  from  the  effects  of  a  bite  of  a  snake 

which  was  said  to  have  been  used  in  the  rites  of  a  religious 

• 

service  at  a  revival  near  here  last  Friday  night.  Rev.  Mr. 
Edmonds  is  said  to  have  told  his  congregation  that  the  ‘true 
believer’  was  impervious  to  the  bite  of  reptiles,  and  invited 
non-believers  to  bring  any  kind  of  poisonous  snake  to  the 
service.  A  giant  copperhead  was  captured  and  taken  to  the 
meeting.  William  Edmonds  assisted  the  minister  in  demon¬ 
strating  to  the  congregation  the  manner  in  which  the  poison¬ 
ous  reptiles  could  be  handled.  He  and  the  minister  were 
bitten  and  immediately  became  ill.  William  Edmonds,  doc¬ 
tors  said,  will  die.” 

IV. 

The  date  was  July  22,  the  place  a  walnut  and  butternut 
grove  a  mile  East  of  Hooker’s  Ford  on  the  Big  Piney  River 
in  the  Missouri  Ozarks.  Time,  9  p.  m.  Rough  boards  had 
been  laid  over  oak  blocks,  and  a  stage  erected  which  was 
covered  by  a  roof  of  green  boughs.  Six  gasoline  torches  were 
hung  to  the  trees.  On  the  stage  were  a  dozen  chairs  and 
a  portable  organ.  In  front  of  the  stage  a  long  bench  for  the 
sick  who  had  come  to  attend  the  healing  service  of  a  Pente¬ 
costal  revivalist. 

All  the  hill-country  people  seemed  to  be  there.  The 
healer  had  been  conducting  revival  services  nightly  for  three 
weeks,  and  this  was  to  be  the  healing  service.  —  the  “show¬ 
down.”  Would  he  cure  people,  and  how  would  he  do  it? 
I  know  my  neighbors,  and  noted  the  tense  look  of  expectancy 
on  every  countenance.  Let  me  tell  you  what  happened.  I  had 
a  close-up  of  the  entire  performance,  something  one  is  not  apt 
to  have  at  the  big  meetings  of  Bosworth  and  Mrs.  McPherson. 

In  the  company  of  healers  was  the  evangelist,  his  wife, 
a  “lady  preacher,”  and  a  young  woman  who,  it  was  said,  had 
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Hindu  blood  in  her  veins.  These  four  were  most  prominent. 
To  the  rear  of  them  sat  people  from  the  countryside.  The 
service  commenced  with  the  singing  of  a  song  of  which  one 
might  buy  a  copy  for  ten  cents.  After  each  stanza  came  the 
chorus :  “There’s  a  honeymoon  in  my  heart  all  the  time, 
there’s  a  honeymoon  in  my  heart,  there’s  a  honeymoon  in  my 
heart,  there’s  a  honeymoon  in  my  heart  all  the  time.”  This 
refrain,  repeated  many  times,  was  sung  in  perfect  rhythm. 
Then  followed  a  few  introductory  words  by  the  evangelist: 
Only  faith  can  save  from  sin,  only  faith  saves  from  sickness, 
you  must  come  with  perfect  faith,  etc.  Another  song,  sung 
by  the  persons  on  the  stage  to  the  melody  “Red  Wing.”  The 
lilting  refrain  again  repeated  very  often  and  in  perfect  time, 
with  the  Hindu  girl  striking  a  tambourine,  swaying  her  body 
slightly,  as  did  the  preacher  who  led  the  singing,  until  the 
rhythm  caused  the  people  to  tap  the  ground  with  their  toes. 
Just  so  at  the  McPherson  meetings  a  little  stringed  orchestra 
plays  over  in  endless  monotony  a  weird  and  plaintive  melody, 
mesmeric  in  its  effect.  The  principle  of  it  is  the  same  as  that 
of  medicine  men  of  barbaric  tribes  in  all  ages,  when  by  beat¬ 
ing  of  drums  and  monotonous  playing  of  fifes  they  cause  their 
devotees  to  lapse  into  a  state  in  which  suggestion  can  do  its 
work.  They  say  the  “spirits”  get  to  work.  The  healers  say 
it  is  the  Holy  Ghost. 

Next  followed  the  testimonials  of  those  who  had  received 
benefits  from  the  healer’s  prayers.  One  old  woman  from  the 
hills  spoke  volubly,  but  what  her  testimony  finally  amounted 
to  was  that  she  had  been  cured  of  the  “mis'ry”  A  young 
man  stepped  forward  next,  who  had  been  subject  to  spells. 
Then  a  housewife  who  had  “been  porely”  for  a  long  time. 
Another  had  been  cured  of  ague.  And  so  on.  Not  one  real 
case  of  disease.  Then  the  healer  testified,  —  he  had  been 
cured  of  consumption!  Just  used  prayer  and  faith,  and  had 
been  snatched  from  death’s  door  seven  years  ago,  down  in 
Marshall  County,  praise  be  to  God,  glory  to  His  name,  Amen ! 
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Prayer  followed.  The  company  on  the  stage  knelt  and 
in  various  attitudes  uttered  a  jumble  of  exclamations,  in 
which  one  could  distinguish  many  “Hallelujahs/’  “Praise  be 
to  God/’  —  the  favorite  exclamation  of  the  Pentecostals.  The 
young  man  who  had  been  subject  to  spells  got  some  right 
there,  his  entire  body  heaving  in  suppressed  convulsions  as 
he  knelt,  clapping  his  hands  so  rapidly  that  they  were  a  faint 
blur.  This  ugly  caricature  of  joint  prayer  concluded,  another 
song  was  sung,  with  endless  refrains.  Rhythmic  business 
again,  with  tambourine,  etc.  Then  the  lady  preacher 
launched  forth  in  a  fifty-minute  address.  First  her  testi¬ 
mony.  Eleven  years  ago  she  had  been  deaf,  she  had  been 
afflicted  with  a  female  disease  and  with  osteomyelitis  (in¬ 
curable),  and  had  broken  her  skull  by  falling  against  a  stove. 
Prayer  healed  her.  Then  the  sermon  proper,  based  on  Is.  53, 
4  and  5.  The  text  was  employed,  precisely  as  by  Bosworth 
and  the  rest,  with  great  emphasis  on  “By  His  stripes  we  are 
healed ”  The  sermon  was  interlarded  with  terrific  threaten- 
ings  against  all  who  scoffed  at  the  gift  of  healing,  —  a  Metho¬ 
dist  preacher  who  had  opposed  her  had  died  of  pneumonia 
two  weeks  later.  The  audience  was  deeply  impressed. 

More  singing  by  the  group  on  the  stage,  while  the 
audience  sat  in  open-eyed  expectancy  under  the  glare  of  the 
•gasoline  torches.  The  camp  ground  was  now  surrounded  by 
many  automobiles  that  had  come  from  the  county-seat,  fifteen 
miles  west,  and  from  other  towns. 

Preaching  by  the  healer.  Only  faith  can  cure,  you  must 
surrender  yourself  entirely  to  God,  think  only  of  His  power 
to  heal,  get  all  other  thoughts  out  of  your  mind,  etc.  Jesus 
died  to  save  from  sin  and  from  sickness,  you  need  faith  to 
be  saved  from  both,  —  you  cannot  have  forgiveness  unless 
you  believe  in  the  gift  of  healing,  and  without  such  faith, 
he  concluded,  “you  are  damned !” 

The  sick  came  forward,  a  woman  with  a  child,  a  summer 
boarder,  afflicted  with  kidney  trouble,  and  others  with  various 
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forms  of  disease  not  evident  to  the  sight,  except  one  girl  who 
had  “eye-trouble.”  The  healer  anointed  each  with  olive  oil. 
Then  he  and  the  female  preacher  and  the  Hindu  girl  gathered 
around  the  patient,  and  while  a  choir  on  the  stage  sang  soft 
music,  the  three  prayed.  What  did  they  pray?  “0  Lord 
Jesus,  0  Lord  Jesus,  0  Lord  Jesus,  glory  to  God!  glory 
to  God !  praise  be  to  God !  praise  be  to  God !  praise  be  to 
God  !  Hallelujah  !  Hallelujah !  praise  be  to  God  !  0  Lord 

Jesus!  we  praise  Thy  name,  we  praise  Thy  name,  gloryglory- 
glorygloryglory !  we  praise  Thee,  praise  Thee,  heal  Thy 
servant,  heal  Thy  servant,  oh,  praise  be  to  God !  glory, 
hallelujah,  Amen !”  While  uttering  this  “prayer,”  the  coun¬ 
tenance  of  each  of  the  three  bore  a  shrewd,  observant,  calcu¬ 
lating  look,  the  younger  woman  at  times  attempting  to  wreath 
her  features  into  an  expression  of  ecstatic  joy,  —  and  each 
jabbering  very  fast,  so  that  unless  one  sat  close  up  and 
listened  to  one  of  the  three  separately,  no  separate  words 
could  be  distinguished.  Then  the  service  was  over.  The 
collection  had  been  taken,  after  the  woman’s  address.  It  was 
near  midnight.  Lanterns  were  lit,  and  the  company  dispersed 
to  the  cabins  in  the  hills.  They  had  witnessed  a  very  effec¬ 
tively  staged  exhibition  of  applied  psychology,  disguised  as 
a  religious  service. 

But  what  of  the  cures?  I  have  since  been  told  that  one 
man’s  hearing  was  “much  better”  and  that  several  others 
were  “tol’ably  improved.”  The  proportion  of  cures  appears 
to  have  been  about  the  same  as  in  Mrs.  McPherson’s  revivals. 
Of  eleven  people  sought  out  after  her  Dallas,  Tex.,  meeting, 
one  had  experienced  continued  improvement,  three  had  been 
partially  aided,  two  refused  to  state  their  condition,  four  had 
received  no  relief  whatever,  and  one  had  died  shortly  after 
the  meeting.  It  is  the  same  story  with  Bosworth,  Hickson, 
and  the  rest.  Nine-tenths  of  the  patients  can  report  no 
change  different  from  the  ordinary  course  of  a  disease.  But 
the  tenth,  that  claims  to  have  been  benefited,  and  the  hun- 
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dredth  person,  that  hangs  his  crutch  on  the  rope  behind  the 
row  of  chairs  on  Mrs.  McPherson’s  stage  —  what  about  these? 

You  have  seen  how  they  are  worked.  When  did  Jesus 
and  when  did  Paul  conduct  a  three  hours’  service  in  order  to 
work  up  his  hearers  to  a  stage  of  excitement?  Yet  this 
method  is  an  absolute  condition  of  success.  It  varies  with 
the  different  healers,  but  it  is  never  wanting.  How  the  power 
of  rhythm  is  invoked,  to  open  the  mind  to  the  influence  of 
suggestion !  You  know  that  a  regiment  of  soldiers  crossing 
a  bridge  will  walk  in  broken  ranks,  because  the  measured 
tread  of  a  column  of  marchers  would  break  down  a  steel 
bridge.  There  is  a  similar  power  in  rhythmic  music  and 
even  speech.  By  means  of  it  Gypsy  Smith  gains  almost 
hypnotic  power  over  great  audiences.  The  healers  cannot 
accomplish  a  thing  without  these  psychological  preparations. 
I  believe  that  religion  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
their  cures. 

Divine  healers,  faith-curists,  fetish  priests,  shamans  and 
medicine  men,  Eddyists,  —  all  are  able  to  reach  diseases  which 
are  merely  functional;  they  cannot  cure  those  which  have 
attacked  the  tissues  of  the  body.  When  disease  is  due  to 
derangement  of  nerval  force,  it  can  be  reached  by  suggestion. 
An  Episcopalian  healing  mission  in  New  York  City  reports 
cures  of  nervousness,  rheumatism,  palpitation  of  the  heart, 
headache  —  all  functional  disorders.  Functional  disease  is 
a  physical  or  mental  state  in  which  the  patient  suffers  from 
some  deranged  function  of  an  organ  —  a  rebellious  stomach, 
chronic  headaches,  rheumatism  of  every  kind,  hysteria,  any 
abnormal  functioning  of  any  organ.  Here  a  state  of  mind, 
through  the  mysterious  agency  of  the  nervous  system,  fre¬ 
quently  is  at  the  basis  of  the  trouble.  Fear,  worry,  overwork, 
excesses,  may  be  the  immediate  cause.  Get  the  patient  into 
a  state  of  confidence,  and  he  will  slowly  mend.  Give  him 
a  psychological  shock,  and  he  may  be  cured  instantly.  Thou¬ 
sands  of  such  cases  are  on  record  in  the  medical  journals. 
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They  are  worked  at  St.  Anne’s  shrines  and  by  the  adoration 
of  the  Sacred  Heart  and  by  faith  in  a  healer.  Hickson 
expressly  so  defines  the  faith  which  works  the  cure.  The 
(Episcopalian)  Living  Church,  August  13,  1921,  quotes  him 
as  saying,  after  a  healing  mission  in  China:  “Here  as  in 
India  a  much  larger  number  of  heathen  have  been  helped 
than  Christians.  It  is  because  the  heathen  who  come  do  so 
in  simple,  childlike  faith  that  they  will  be  healed,  whereas 
in  the  back  of  the  minds  of  many  Christians  are  questionings 
and  doubts.”  This  statement  proves  that  the  healers  do  not 
use  “faith”  in  the  Christian  sense.  It  is  now  known  that 
five  per  cent,  of  functional  ills  are  usually  cured  by  sugges¬ 
tion  (mental  therapeutics). 

But  when  the  tissue  of  the  body  is  impaired  or  broken 
down  as  in  the  case  of  an  ulcerated  tooth,  of  any  malignant 
growth,  tuberculosis,  typhoid  fever,  erysipelas,  lockjaw,  mea¬ 
sles,  pneumonia,  and  all  other  forms  of  organic  disease,  sug¬ 
gestion  can  work  no  cure,  and  the  healers  are  helpless.  If 
they  were  not,  why  do  they  not  go  to  the  nearest  hospital 
and  cure  the  patients  of  a  typhoid  ward  by  prayer?  Because 
they  know  that  their  power  stops  at  the  door  of  organic 
disease.  Jesus  went  into  the  lazaretto  at  Bethesda  and  cured 
a  hopeless  case.  He  healed  entire  companies  of  lepers.  Sug¬ 
gestion  cannot  do  this,  and  suggestion  is  all  there  is  to  the 
power  of  the  healers.  Quacks  of  fifty  years  ago  called  it 
mesmerism. 

But  how  about  the  testimonials?  Do  not  some  of  Bos- 
worth’s  patients  say  that  he  has  cured  exophthalmic  goiter 
and  cancer?  They  do,  but  when  such  cases  are  investigated, 
it  invariably  develops  that  the  patient  had  either  made  a 
wrong  diagnosis,  or  that  he  had  not  been  cured.  It  was 
reported  that  Charles  Young,  a  leper,  was  cured  at  the 
Chicago  meetings  recently.  But  Dr.  0.  E.  Denney,  of  the 
Federal  hospital  at  Carville,  La.,  July  20  writes  that  this 
same  leper  is  in  quarantine  there.  In  the  cures  claimed  by 
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Mrs.  McPherson  there  is  not  one  case  of  a  consumptive,  or 
one  of  true  or  chronic  deafness.  From  Illinois  a  carload  of 
cripples  came  to  St.  Louis  by  trolley;  they  went  back  — 
a  carload  of  cripples.  No  one  but  a  skilled  diagnostician  can 
even  guess  at  the  cause  of  internal  complications.  No  court 
of  law  will  ever  render  judgment  against  a  physician  for 
a  single  dollar  of  damages  on  the  uncorroborated  statement 
of  a  witness  unskilled  in  medicine.  Yet  on  such  testimony 
we  are  expected  to  believe  that  miracles  are  being  worked 
by  the  healers! 

As  for  the  claims  of  the  healers  themselves,  how  can  we 
believe  men  and  women  who  are  dishonest  in  their  practises? 
J esus  surely  does  not  cure  through  the  two  Pentecostal  healers 
whom  I  have  heard  quote  the  cure  of  Hezekiah  through 
prayer,  while  they  withheld  the  fact  that  Isaiah  prescribed 
the  use  of  medicine.  One  and  all,  they  pervert  the  teaching 
of  the  Bible  concerning  human  suffering,  and  misrepresent 
the  cures  worked  by  Jesus  and  the  disciples,  —  and  we  are 
to  believe  them  when  they  say  that  they  have  worked  instan¬ 
taneous  cures  on  consumptives?  When  Mrs.  McPherson  says 

to  the  father  of  a  little  cripple,  “Go  and  sin  no  more,  and 

* 

your  son  will  be  healed,”  —  what  reversal  of  Christ’s  practise 
and  what  cheap  evasion  have  we  here?  Sin  no  more,  and 
your  child  will  be  whole  —  as  well  say :  Swim  across  the 
Atlantic  with  a  crowbar  around  your  neck,  and  your  little 
cripple  will  be  cured !  Dr.  C.  S.  Bluemel  says  that  at  Denver 
“the  patients  were  carefully  sorted  over  by  the  evangelist’s 
(Mrs.  McPherson’s)  mother,  and  if  they  appeared  to  be  good 
risks,  they  were  given  cards  entitling  them  to  healing  prayer.” 
At  St.  Louis  a  trained  nurse  definitely  asserted  that  she  had 
observed  the  ushers  carefully  weed  out  all  cases  that  looked 
hopeless.  The  neurotics  had  the  stage.  And  these  sometimes 
perform  abominably.  At  Bosworth’s  meeting  in  Toronto, 
“cripples  were  lifted  on  their  feet  and  urged  and  helped  to 
stagger  a  few  steps  while  people  cheered,  only  to  be  carried 
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out  as  they  came  m —  no,  not  even  this  nuc, 
did  not  leave  as  they  came  in,  they  came  in  hope  and  “faith” 
and  left  in  despair;  for  if  the  evangelist’s  teaching  is  true, 
they  have  no  faith,  they  are  damned.  Why  does  Bosworth 
use  for  his  propaganda  the  mysterious  National  Labor 
Tribune,  a  paper  which  contains  not  a  word  about  Labor, 
but  has  been  used  similarly  by  “Pastor”  Russell?  Is  it  in 
order  to  get  the  cheap  second-class  mailing  privilege  ?  Above 
all,  why  do  these  evangelists  one  and  all  use  the  hypnotic 
power  of  monotonous  strains  of  music,  endlessly  repeated, 
if  not  in  order  to  open  the  minds  to  the  power  of  suggestion  ? 

Why  do  they  never  attempt  to  restore  severed  members,  as 
Christ  did  in  Gethsemane?  Does  not  all  this  point  to  con¬ 
scious  dishonesty  when  they  claim  the  gift  of  healing  referred 
to  in  the  gospels?  Is  not  this  entire  healing  craze  a  trick 
of  Satan  to  draw  away  people  from  the  way  of  salvation? 

To  those,  finally,  who  will  insist  that  teachers  of  un- 
Biblical  doctrine  and  shameless  proselyters  may  after  all 
possess  the  power  once  promised  to  “those  who  believe,”  to 
“confirm  the  Word,”  we  can  only  say  that  their  place  is  in 
the  Church  of  Rome.  There  they  will  find  a  large  assort¬ 
ment  of  saints,  one  a  healer  of  diseases  of  the  throat,  another 
of  St.  Vitus  dance,  another  of  epilepsy,  each  with  a  record  of 
cures  reaching  into  the  dim  Middle  Ages.  Bleeding  wafers 
from  the  Sacrament  have  cured  thousands.  The  magazine  of 
the  Society  of  the  Sacred  Heart  records  every  month  hun¬ 
dreds  of  cures.  The  shrines  of  St.  Anne  continue  to  draw 
hosts  of  sick  and  to  heal  the  neurotics  among  them.  This 
just  comes  in  a  press  dispatch  from  Quebec :  “More  sick  and 
maimed  have  journeyed  this  year  to  be  cured  at  the  shrine  of 
St.  Anne  de  Beaupre  than  ever  before,  and  the  price  of  accom¬ 
modations  in  the  small  village  has  advanced  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  Cots  have  been  placed  on  roofs,  verandas,  and  bal¬ 
conies  of  nearly  every  house,  and  some  places  are  charging 
as  much  as  $15  a  night.  Hourly  special  trains  and  motor 
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cars  are  unloading  their  suffering  burdens.  Many  American 
ambulances,  bearing  the  license  numbers  of  a  score  of  States, 
have  arrived.”  Do  you  believe  in  Hickson  and  the  Pente¬ 
costal  healers  because  of  the  reported  cures?  The  logic  of 
your  “faith”  will  incontinently  lead  you  into  Romanism. 

Nay,  brother,  keep  your  Christian  faith  and  your  com¬ 
mon  sense !  Do  not  be  misled  by  a  craze  as  old  as  the  Temple 
of  Serapis  in  Egypt  and  by  methods  employed  by  the  medi¬ 
cine  men  of  the  African  bush !  “Christians  believe  in  prayer 
for  the  sick  and  that  God  can  and  does  answer  such  prayer 
in  accordance  with  His  wisdom,  but  they  also  believe  that 
He  works”  —  ordinarily  —  “through  means,  including  med¬ 
ical  skill.  God  is  in  all  the  processes  of  nature  and  of  human 
art,  and  no  one  is  more  ready  to  acknowledge  this  than  the 
Christian  physician.”  (The  quotation  is  from  Snowden’s  The 
Truth  about  Christian  Science.)  “In  the  healing  of  every 
disease  of  whatever  kind,”  says  Dr.  Henry  H.  Goddard,  “we 
cannot  be  too  deeply  impressed  with  the  Lord’s  part  of  the 
work.  He  is  the  Operator.  We  are  the  cooperators.  More 
and  more  am  I  impressed  that  every  patient  of  mine  who  has 
ever  risen  from  his  sick-bed  on  to  his  feet  again  has  done  so 
by  divine  power.  Not  I,  but  the  Lord,  has  cured  him.” 


